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this is entirely wrong, for my brother's personal conversation shows that he thought of the superman only as an ideal being : " The contrast to the superman is the last man : I created them both at the same time " (1883). The passages at the beginning of Zarathustra, which have been so often misunderstood, must be read as " parables of the greatest and the smallest man."
" I teach you the superman. Man is something that must be surpassed. What have ye done to surpass him ? Hitherto, all beings have created something greater than themselves; and would ye be the ebb of this great tide, and rather revert to the brutes than surpass man ?
"What is the ape for man ? A laughing-stock or a source of painful shame. And that is what man must be for superman : a laughing stock or a source of painful shame.
" Ye have made the journey from worm to man, and ye still have much of the worm in you. Once ye were apes, and man is still more of an ape than is any ape."
This passage was regarded as purely Barwinistic, whereas in point of fact the author only uses the simile in order to connect his teaching with ideas that were then generally accepted. Nothing in his private memoranda confirms the view that he was a Darwinian in the sense of wishing to represent the superman as a new species produced by evolution and heredity. On the contrary : it is clear that he considers the evolution of ever higher forms of life as an unproved hypothesis, but perhaps as one that could only appear untenable through an alteration in our values. He writes in his private memoranda (1883):
"History is a progressive evolution of purposes, so that higher purposes are always growing out of the lower. We must explain why higher forms of life must always be evolving ; the teleologists and the Darwiniansl are agreed that this does
1 The contrast between teleology and Darwinism is well brought out in W. C. D. Whetham's Science and the Hitman Mind: "If accepted in its fullest sense, natural selection is the negation of all teleology. There is no